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The great bulk of the information contained 
herein has never before been made available 
either to other researchers or to the public. It 
is expected that manywho thought the MJ-12 
affair had become a dead issue and that there 
was nothing of importance left to say on the 
matter will be forced to open their minds and 
take another look at it. That is as it should be. 
Others, perhaps, will be forced to scramble to 
explain why they rushed to premature conclu¬ 
sions; which, of course, is also as it should be. In 
either case, no one interested in this contro¬ 
versy will be left untouched by this report. 

It should also be noted that this report has 
been prepared upon the assumption that most 
of its readers already have some background 
knowledge oftheMJ -12 controversy. Forthose 
who do not, an extensive bibliography has been 
included. 

Any proper discussion ofthe so-called MJ -12 
documents must, of necessity, begin by placing 
the entire matter into proper context and 
perspective. The fact is that these documents 
do not stand alone, but rather represent only 
the final link (so far as is known) in a chain of 
apparently related documents and events 
dating at least as far back as late 1977. 


THE ELLSWORTH DOCUMENT 
(DEC. 1977) 


A s far as can be determined, the 
chain seems to have begun at 
Ellsworth A.F.B. in South Dakota. 
Sometime in the late fall or early 
winter of that year, the so-called Ellsworth 
Document (hereinafter referred to as “ED” and 
reproduced as Appendix A of this report) was 
officially fabricated as part of a government 
counterintelligence/ disinformation operation. 
On January 28, 1978, a copy of this document 
was sent to the National Enquirer (tabloid) in 
Lantana, Florida, accompanied by an anony¬ 
mous cover letter indicating that the event had 
"actually occurred”, that it had been classified 
Top Secret by the AirForce, and that witnesses 
had been silenced. 

The Enquirer , to its credit, immediately 
launched an investigation in an effort to deter¬ 


mine the accuracy of the information in the 
document, but lost interest in the story after 
they were unable to come up with anything to 
suggest that the “ED” was real, while uncover¬ 
ing a great deal to suggest it was not. For 
example, Capt. Larry Stokes, named in the 
document as the officer responsible for having 
upgraded the situation at L-9 to “Covered 
Wagon” status, turned out to have been hospi¬ 
talized with a high fever from November 14-27, 
and thus was not even on active duty, as the 
“ED” claims, when the alleged incident oc¬ 
curred on November 16th. More than 20 other 
errors and discrepancies were found as well.( 1) 

Since there is little doubt that the "ED" is 
phoney, the only questions remaining are who 
created it, and why. The “who" part may never 
be known with any degree of certainty beyond 
the fact that it was clearly someone assooiated 
with either AFOSI Detachment 1302, the 44th 
Security Police Group, or one of three people 
from Washington, D.cj. (possibly CIA) involved 
with a counterintelligence/ disinformation 
training exercise being conducted at Ellsworth 
AFB during late 1977 and early 1978. 

While a number of people have suggested 
that the “someone" in questidn might well have 
been ex-AFOSI Special Agent Richard Doty, 
those making such suggestions have been 
unable to produce anything beyond mere cir¬ 
cumstance to support their claim. The facts 
are these; 

Doty was indeed serving with the 44th Se¬ 
curity Police Group at Ellsworth during the 
time the “ED" was fabricated and sent to the 
National Enquirer. In December, 1977, he 
was in his second year as Law Enforcement 
Flight Chief for that group, and had recently 
completed a three-week course in lair) traf¬ 
fic management and accident investigation. 

Doty has admitted to the authors that he 
was in fact “aware" ofthe National Enquirer 
operation, but claims that he was only "pe¬ 
ripherally involved" with it and that he had 
nothing to do with fabricating the “ED". He 
has consistently refused to discuss the mat¬ 
ter further because, he says, he is bound by 
his security oath. 

Through the cooperation of other sources, 
the authors have been able to learn that 
there were really two principal objectives 
behind the fabrication ofthe “ED": 
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served on “a special team of indivlc 
pointed by the Air Force ‘to invest 
incident", and that he “obtained 
the original report" only after it w 
fled on December 2, l977;bothofwl 
intended to give the appearance 


















THE "WEITZEL" LETTER 
(JULY, 1980) 


C hronologically speaking, the next 
item in the chain is the so-called 
Weitzel letter ("WL") which was sent 
anonymously to the now defunct 
Aerial Phenomena Research Organization 
(APRO) of Tucson, Arizona, in the latter part of 
July, 1980, While not actually a document in 
the sense of the word as applied in this report, 
it Is nonetheless important in that it is directly 
connected to AFOSI's efforts to obtain the 
assistance of a source within APRO in the early 
days of the Bennewitz affair. The letter is re¬ 
produced in its entirety as Appendix B, 


on disinformation in 1977; thus making the 
choice of Doty as middle-man an entirely 
logical one. What the relationship between 
Doty and “Falcon" was during the interven¬ 
ing three years is anybody's guess. Since 
Doty steadfastly refuses to discuss the 
Ellsworth affalrbeyond those points already 
on record, we are left once again with either 
trying to make a case out of purely circum¬ 
stantial evidence, or allowing the matter to 
remain unsolved. 

With respect to forensic matters, a com¬ 
parison of the typefaces on the “WL" with 
those which appear on the “ED" leaves no 
question that, as expected, different ma¬ 
chines were used to create both documents. 
The typeface on the “WL”, however, is to play 
a very important role in determining the 
question of Doty's credibility, as we shall see 
later in this report. 
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The writer of the “ED" has a mu 
grasp of spelling, grammar and 
structure than is demonstrated in 
Compare: 


at least two individuals involved in officially 
creating spurious material and providing it to 
public sources: and s.econd, both can be traced 
to a common point, i.e. the training exercise in 
counterintelligence and disinformation con¬ 
ducted at Ellsworth A.F.B. in late 1977 by ‘‘men 
(pi.) from Washington fP.CJ." 

THE “AQUARIUS DOCUMENT” 
_ (EEB. 1981) _ 

T he next link in the chain was the so- 
called Aquarius Document (“AD”), 
which is reproduced as Appendix C. 
Rather than spend time recounting 
the history of this item de novo, the material 
about it which is already on record is reprinted 
here as a starting point. 


•(The “AD") is an actual example of some of 
the disinformation produced in connection 
with the Bennewitz case. The document is a 
retyped version of a real AFOSI message 
with a few spurious additions. Itwas appar¬ 
ently created by AFOSI. or at least I always 
assumed it was, and it was handed to me m 
February, 1981 (sic.) with the intention that I 
would pass it to Bennewitz. My understand¬ 
ing, although I never knew for sure, was that 
Bennewitz was expected to wave it to the 
press and others as proof of what he was 
saying about an alien invasion, at which 
point the document would be denounced as 
a counterfeit and Bennewitz would be fur¬ 
ther discredited. Unfortunately (or perhaps 
fortunately, depending upon one’s point of 
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to ‘sanitize’ it. “Falcon" then told Moore 
that he could have the copy in hand, and 
that perhaps Paul Bennewitz might be inter¬ 
ested in one as well. 

Moore, realizing that the original had been 
retyped and altered for a purpose, resisted 
providing Bennewitz with a copy for several 
months, even though several times during 
that interval it was suggested that he do so. 
Finally, inJune, 1981, Moore carefully marked 
a copy so that it could be readily identified, 
and provided it to Bennewitz. Unknown to 
either ‘Falcon’ or Doty, however, Moore 
confided in Bennewitz that the document 
might be a set-up, and advised him to use it 
only for his own purposes and not to go 
public with it. Bennewitz listened intently, 
put the document in his safe, and never did 
publicize it. 

Bennewitz' failure to make public use of 
the "AD" must have been very frustrating to 
those who had planned otherwise. As indi¬ 
cated above, the ‘AD’ only became public 
knowledge after it fell into Mr. Gersten’s 
hands. Whether the San Francisco break-in 
(which occurred on September 13,1982 and 
was reported to SFPD) was engineered as a 
result of that frustration and the document 
passed to Gersten with the expectation that 
he would circulate it, remains unknown. 
Certainly the government had motives of its 
own inwantlng to discredit Gersten, since at 
the time he was causing them considerable 
headacheswith his continuing efforts to take 
the government to court on F.O.I.A. matters 
and his plans to make a federal case out of 
the Cash-Landrum incident. Gersten qui¬ 
etly began circulating the "AD’ to a few 
members of the UFO community in early 
1983, but since he never endorsed it as au¬ 
thentic, it couldn't be used against him. 

On March 12,1983, the subject of the "AD" 
came up at a board meeting of the Fund for 
UFO Research, which Moore and Shandera 
attended as guests. Moore's statement that 
the document was a retyped and altered ver¬ 
sion of an original has since been misinter¬ 
preted by a number of people (who weren't 
there but only heard about it later through 
the grapevine), and is the origin of the rum or 
that Moore himself was responsible for re- 
typingthe document. Such rumors are noth¬ 
ing more than unfounded gossip. 

The Moore-Doty reconstruction of the origi¬ 
nal ‘AD’ text (Appendix C) came as a result 


of Moore sitting down with the retyped ver¬ 
sion in late 1988 and, using his memory and 
notes taken in 1981, attempting to come as 
close to the original content as possible. 
Once Moore had done all he felt he could 
along those lines, he took the matter up with 
Doty, who was able to offer a few additional 
changes. The reconstructed version which 
appears herein is the result of that process, 
and is believed by both to be a very close 
approximation of the original. "Falcon’ did 
not take part in this process. 

Forensic evidence with respect to the "AD" 
is sparce, but important: 

The document contains c.350wordsoftext. 

This text contains a total of 10 errors of 
usage, of which 7 are spelling errors. (Four 
of these are misspellings of the same word, 
“depicting", which is spelled ‘deplicting’.) 

The writer displays a habit of correcting ty¬ 
pographical errors by writing over them in 
pen rather than overstriking with the type¬ 
writer. Four of these are evident. 

A small sample of handwriting appears in 
the upper right-hand corner in the form of 
two notations which read'B! D -1" and C 


The typewriter involved uses a modified 
courier typeface typical of IBM and Olivetti 
electrics made during the 1970s and used 
by thousands of government offices. (The 
specific make and model of the machine is 
actually unimportant in this case, and thus 
we did not go to the trouble of identifying it 
further.) 

Based upon the above, several conclusions 

(1) The high incidence of errors in the "AD"compares 
favorably with the similar high incidence found in the 
"WL", suggesting, but not conclusively proving that 
both were typed by the same person. Since the "WL" 
was created in mid-Ju^y, 1980, and the "AD" had to 

time. Both arguments, however, are admittedly specu- 


(2) The habit of correcting typographical errors by 
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the carter briehng notes 

(MAR. '83) 


I n early March of 1983, Moore received a 
phone call telling him that some infor¬ 
mation was going to be made available 
to him but that he would have to go and 
pick it up. ‘You will be receiving some in¬ 
structions," the caller said. “You must follow 
them carefully or the deal is off." 

After making a cloak-and-dagger trip across 
the country, Moore ended up in a motel on the 
edge of a mid-sized city in upstate New York. 
At precisely 5;00 P.M., according to arrange¬ 
ment, an individual came to the door of Moore's 
room bearlnga sealed brown manlla envelope. 
"You have exactly nineteen minutes,” the per¬ 
son said. “You may do whatever you wish with 
this material during that time, but at the end of 
that time, I must have it back. After that, you 
are free to do what you wish.” 

Inside the envelope were eleven pages of 
what purported to be a Top Secret/Orcon 
document entitled “Executive Briefing, Sub- 
lect; Project Aquarius” and bearing the date of 
June 14,1977. “May I photograph this?” Moore 
asked; “Mayl read it into atape recorder?” The 
courier, who stood quietly in the corner of the 


me documents tnemseives seem to ue a u aa- 
scription of notes either intended for use in 
preparing a briefing, ortaken downduringone 
and typed later. Much of the information 
therein is highly controversial in nature and is 
of such an esoteric quality there seems to be no 
real way to verify much of it. 

In 1985, researcher Lee Graham, who was 
aware of the document's existence through 
Moore but did not have a copy of it, asked if he 
might have a copy of a portion of one page to 
show to a friend who might be able to help 
verify it. This was provided, but it turned out 
that the friend could be of little assistance. It 
was as a result of this effort, however, that this 
partly expurgated half-page got out into public 
circulation and became known as the “Snow¬ 
bird Document." Since that time, various indi¬ 
viduals have either tried to use it to their own 
advantage as “proof” of something (especially 
of strange goings-on in mid-Nevada), or have 
panned it viciously while knowing nothing of 
its background. 

In May, 1987, Moore and Shandera decided to 
release portions of two additional pages in an 
effort to see whether any other researchers 
would either recognize the material, turn up 
with copies of it, or be able to shed additional 
light on the situation. Aside from a vicious 
attack on the material by the editor of the 






















- --- -n of whether the 

two signatures are “suspiciously" similar. 
“Suspicion”, implying as it does, doubt or mis¬ 
trust without proof, is a difficult concept to deal 
with in a study such as this. Certainly those 
individuals who blindly debunk anything ' 
ing to do with UFOs will continue to clain 
the “TM" must be a fabrication because t 
“suspicious” nature of the signature the 
Others, recognizing that debunkers are: 
rally suspicious of anything that challe 
their narrow-minded concepts of reality 

no doubt sift the evidence carefully and fli 

reason for suspicion whatsoever. Yet, ifs 

cion Implies doubt, then given the cir 
stances it does not seem unreasonable I 

tain certain doubts about this document. 

the availability of an original for expert ex=., 

nation could dispel these, and that, uni 
nately, is something which we do not havi; 


Finally 
someth! 
which S( 
JamesFi 
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itself, coverage ofbackground material should 
necessarily be limited to only those facts and 
events which directly contribute to that objec¬ 
tive. With that in mind, the essentials are 
these: 

From roughly August, 1979 through mid-1987, 
Moore maintained Post Office Box 189 in Dewey, 
Arizona as acorrespondence address. Follow¬ 
ing his move to California in early 1983, this 
address saw considerably less use, but Moore 
continued to maintain it anyway and to check 
its contents once every few months during 
trips to visit his children then living in nearby 
Prescott. Occasionally, when periods of sev¬ 
eral months had passed without his being able 
to visit Dewey, Moore would phone the local 
postmaster and ask if any first class mail had 
accumulated. If some had, Moore would then 
arrange for the postmaster to place it all in a 
large envelope and forward same to him in 
California. Such was the case in the early part 
of March, 1985. 

The packet arrived several days later. Among 
the various items therein was an unusual postal 
card which, based upon the stamp, had been 
mailed from New Zealand, but (according to 
the fine print) had been procured from the 
Ethiopian Tourism Commission, Box 189, Addis 
Ababa, Ethiopia. (Note that the box number 
< 189> is the same aMoore’sP.O. box in Dewey.) 

It was impossible to determine when or from 
what city the card had been mailed since that 
part of the cancellation had run off the edge of 
the card. (A second, similar card which arrived 
several months later, however, was postmarked 
Christchurch.) It was also not possible to de¬ 
termine when the card had arrived, except to 
say that it must have been sometime between 
the Christmas holidays of 1984 (when Moore 
had last checked the box) and the time that 
Moore called the Dewey postmaster. 

The message on the card was typewritten and 
enigmatic. Part of it read: 

"When doors won't open, search for win¬ 
dows. Add some zest to your trip to Washing¬ 
ton: Try Reece's pieces. For a stylish look. 

shop Suit Land." 

■ At the time the card arrived, Moore and 
Shandera weren’t planning any trip to Wash¬ 
ington but, as coincidence would have it, Fried¬ 
man was already there. Moore called Fried¬ 
man at his motel and read the card to him over 


the phone. Both concurred that the reference 
to "Reece’s pieces” probably meant Ed Reese, 
who was associated with the then Modern 
Military Branch of the National Archives and 
whom Stanton had planned to see anyway. (It 
took Shandera to point out that Reece’s Pieces 
was the candy that Elliott gave to E.T. in the 
movie.) Suitland, of course, is the site of a large 
federal documents repository associated with 
the Archives. 

When Friedman checked with Ed Reese, he 
was informed that arrangements had been 
made by the Air Force to declassify a large 
block of files which had originated with the 
Intelligence Directorate between 1946 and 1955, 
and that many of these had originally beenTop 
Secret. Curiously, according to Reese, the Air 
Force seemed to be giving some priority to this 
project and was taking some unusual steps in 
the process— like sending over a number of 
declassification officers directly from the Pen¬ 
tagon to handle the task. There was also a 
block of old Air Technical Intelligence Center 
(ATIC) records from Suitland which specifi¬ 
cally dealt with former Air Force UFO projects 
(mostly SIGN and GRUDGE), which were also 
being released as part of this process. Fried¬ 
man made arrangements to be kept informed 
of the progress of the declassification process. 

The original plan was for Moore, Shandera 
and Friedman to go to Washington as soon as 
the documents were available for inspection, 
but as things worked out only Moore and Shan¬ 
dera were ultimately able to make the trip. 
They departed on Monday, July 15,1985, about 
a week after they had been informed that the 
documents were ready. On Thursday, July 18, 
after having searched through nearly 100 boxes 
of material, Shandera discovered the “CT”. It 
was in box number 189 (!) of Record Group 341, 
immediately adjacent to file folder 4-1846. 
(Moore and Shandera have plans to publish a 
full account of the circumstances leading up to 
the finding of the “CT” at a later date. Mean¬ 
while, readers will find a few additional details 
in Friedman’s report.) 

PHYSICAL APPEARANCE 

A copy of the "CT" memorandum is repro¬ 
duced herein as Appendix I. It is an unsigned 
faded-blue carbon copy of an original on onion¬ 
skin paper which bears the watermarks "Dic¬ 
tation Onionskin” and what appears to be “Fox 
Very slight raised impressions of some of the 


. CU’aER-TWININC MEMOR.4NDUM - : 







